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it. 32/1/2000-^aflnii.— 

1995 iw (-qrfjHT -qigsif -q?^, -sn -qr q r ^qd ^ ql ig;i5«P 

■^il'htn 4*41 'Mi45’'i T^q’ yRl P)^k''i) 144*1, 1995 % 1^4w 1 -alJtl, 1999 % ><«wRii4 

'»! 1^^441 IT. 38/6/97/'^' STpRjf^ IT*ft5HT aii-q '^' ITtlTT^Jc^ ^Rqi 'sllqPi^H, 1975 % 

■^qiW 4002.59 % ^TTpfTT q'Il«h<i '511114%3mr^ l44tRifl 1^4^3m% 3TT*TRif ■qi^ 

■pri^^iiTR^ ■qR^iiNt■qit ■qiift 1^1^ Rst ftrqirftii R)t *^1 


YTlfiroT 


^irrai^T isRqK vTFTR ^ ijef ^ m ^ 

3 # 1 ^t 7 iu 1975 ^ I ^ '(^iMkjccR yfht "^TO 4002.69 afk cZTRN 

^ arm arrarf^) c^ •^to 4002.59 

^ 3i?ntu cpff^ ^stTloTni^^i^rt 5 ^'Hh ^ (ijR ^ 3TT^ f I 

UF 'Hict>R|ct7 # 3ft7 ^ IR 1^Rft 

W ^ ^cHI^ ^ t I 
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(^t?frEFT) 3Tftrf%^, 1995 3lk v3^ SRPtcI 4 

JTlI^lcbfy) ^ W Wid'iy'lti) vfl^cl g5t # [ 

12 Ef^, 1998 arflrgrRT ^O 38/6/97/iq#it ^ ^ vSTETFI ^ iJcT ^ 
3r8M ^ Pwlfcld TpT ^ 3TR TT7 cDTn? tF? ^ yfT^ # 

fft4«F(frtcfj ^ ^ 8jt Sfk 1 3Eit^. 1999 ^ Slf^RJEFn ^0 38/6/97/^1?^ ^ 

cTBcT gfr vrr$t ^frRT 7F75IT 2JT I f^lf^ JUf^RCT^ 31? 7J^ ’RPl^ f 

■'fn'HUjic^P 3lf^Pli|H, 1995 ETRT 9(^ ^ ?T?EIpfr ^ STcPfcT ?7T 7d? ?7 

i%w^ ?TT Hic*i'{itft ^;o?> ?7l ?5^ s3i%icT ^r?T i ^ 

’ft v»iihh ^ ^ ^ 3T8icrr ?ft ft’ fft?ftftcr t?? ft an? ?? tnsnftft ftl arrft 3 #? 5 
?ft ?ft 3T?fl[ ft ftn? ?nft ?^ift ^ 3T^ft? ?>?rr ^ If?} ?i%hi ?ra? ?ft 1 1 

3.5I%?T: 


1 3lftcl, 1999 ?ft sriftg;??! fto 38/6/97/^?ftft ft ^ arflT^qf^ Sifft? fftisgrft 
?ft ?ift«TT ?5?ft ?? fftftr ftft ^ fftffts? jTif^cbift T?cf^^ ftftn^c^ (ftftt??) 

1995 3ft? ftftn^ecb (tnfei ??^ ftt^ cf^?H, ^ q? q r ddVtft ^F?5 

?5T 3IT?5er? 3ft? 'dchd'l T?? fiftft fftftF? ) fft??, 1995 ft 31^^ qHqpT ft tJcI ft 3?«r?T 
?5T ft fftftfft? Tf? ft 3TR ft 3<r?lft ?? qjEnftft ^gc?> ?? eFTRIT "ylFiT uflft ??3ft ?ft 
vjRR? ?ft fftft??) ?Tft?n un?r ^ 

4. f?r ?FffeTT ft fftw 9 31?^, 1995 ?ft 3ftft? fftRfjft ?t^ 3Tf ft^ ??l fto 
25/i?'sift/94 ??IT 1 3lft?r, 1999 ?ft ???ft >Bftt5l7 ?i^ sftftg??! ?tO 38/6/97 /Vftft 
ft ?Tftt ?rrfftcr f I 

5. 'ffftjHl ft sftvjRT^ yff? 3I?fft 1 3?ftcT, 1999 ft 30 ^ 2000(l5 RTB) 
era? ?ft t I 


6 . fto ^ 5 TOT 3TqN ft??? HI , cTcT, ul ' nnid l d ??ITG[ 

ETft, JTftR? rarfE- grat-400021 (nftTR'^jl mR f^S?^ f^o, 3FIT? 11^, 
^?Rft^ mft, Iftsfra-ft’ft ft^, ^rat-400071 ft ?>? htct) ftt tjftqft 
3Tfft?j??T3ft ft y^cj^ dEj'i-'c-HHi w 2? I Tjtrftcw fftnft ft 3i5?rr? f?T 

^ vjftftr ft ?j?ft npfft ?5? Jt?d7? ???ft f I 
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-J. 

^ ^r Pig^cTcbl afk TTRcT # W 'fT^f^d 3TTgid^1 3ff? vJIIItt ^ 
3T^ % %gT ^ ^ t fyRT^ % f^gff^d ^ Rq^Rd cfM ^ W 
f^Hl^Rad g? 5T^ g>7 ^ 3fk ^ ^ i 

■Rrf^ grf^fgg^, 

gitei Wcrg, 

gr^gM Tjg ^^gj g?iRr^?rT^, 

^3iitg ggg, gf f^^-i 10011 

g^ sRf flcTg^ tn^ ^ gf wirgf^ ^ RmtRcr ^ ^ afk 

RrafRcf tn ^ wg ^ ff^d ^ 11 


8.^nW-3!ftgT: 


gcfgpT vjiig ^ 'Hgf^ g^ ^ fcfRicr ^ ^ ^ gn? gfr vsgRtgg g^ g? 
mteRt ^ grg ^gftsrr ^ ggrrerg g^t gRki ^ 40 ^ ?fkR 

g|g grrft grflg i g^ RmtRg ggg-#gT ^ to g^ ^ggr gigr g# ^ t arggr 
^g;ggT toft t. cfr f^to yrto^ w tofr ^ arg^, Rgg;^ ^r ^gcm gsoft 

^ angrg gg anr^ Rn^ ggf gjg I 

S. w^vito gn§?T gg 


f^jgg 6 ( 7 ) ^ 3^3^ fBdsi<s gr^ gg^ gg RRtem g^g 

^Tggft t, fWf 3T^ f|gg^ gilM ^ jr^ to ^ tot ^ artoftg am tocT tl 

gg. g'g^ePf, 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
INTHATION (SUNSET REVIEW) NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 24th October, 2000 

Subject: Initiation of Sunset Review regarding anti-dumping duty imposed oh import of NBR originating in 
or exported from Japan. 

No. 32/l/2000-DGAl>.—^The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) in accordance 
with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identific^ion, Assessment and Collection of 
Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 recommended continuation of 
the definitive Anti-Dumping duty in force on imports of NBR originating in or ejqwrted from Japan classified under 
customs sub-heading 4002.59 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 in review investigations notified vide Gazette Nrtifica- 
tion No. 38/6/97/ADD dated 1st April, 1999. 
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Product Involved: The product under investigation is Acrylonitrile iButadiene Rubber (ISBR; 
classified under customs heading no. 4002.59 of Schedule 1 of the Customs Tariff Act, ,1975 and 
No 4002.59 under Indian Trade Cl^sification,; (based on Harmonised Commodity Description 
and Coding System) originating in or exported from Japan. 

The classification is however indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the present 
investigations. 

2. Initiation:- The Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and the Rules made thereunder 
require the Authority to review from time to time, the need for continuance of Anti-Dumping 
duty. The Authority vide notification No. 38/6/97/ADD dated 12* May, 1998, initiated mid-term 
review for the continuance of anti-dumping duty imposed on NBR originating in or exported 
from Japan and considered it appropriate to continue the anti-dumping duty vide notification 
No. 38/6/97/ADD dated 1“ April 1999. The Designated Authority now considers that the sunset 
review of the anti-dumping duty recommended-would be appropriate at this stage under the 
provisions of Section 9(A) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1995. The domestic industry has also filed 
a petition requesting for the continuance of the anti-dumping duty on NBR originating in or 
exported from Japan for a further period of five years. 

3. ProcedHiie Having decided to review the final findings notified vide notification No. 38/6/97/ADD dated 
1st ^ril, 1999, the Designated Authority hereby initiates sunset review investigations to review the need for contin¬ 
ued imposition of the anti-dumping duty on imports of NBR originating in or exported fi'om Japan in accordance with 
the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection Anti- 
Dumping Duty on Dump^ Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995. 

4. The review covers all aspects of Final Findings notification no. 25/ADD/94 dated 19* 
October, 1995 and subsequent review notification no. 38/6/97/ADD dated 1“ April 1999. 

5. The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is 1** April 1999 to 30* June, 
2000 (15 months). 

6. M/s CJuJarat Apar Polymers Ltd.. Maker Chambers HI, 1** Floor, Jamnalal Bajaj Road, 
Nariman Point, Mumbai 400 021 (currently known as Apar Industries Ltd. /^ar House, 
Corporate Park, Sion-Trombay Road, Cherabur, Mumbai- 400 071) was consider«l the Domestic 
Industry in the earlier notifications. The Authority proposes to consider this company as the 
domestic industry in accordance with the Rules supra. 

7. . Submission of Information; The exporters in the subject countries and the importers in 
India known to be concerned and the domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit 
relevant information in the form and manner prescribe and to make their views knowm to:- 

The Designated Authority , , 

Ministry of Commerce, 

Directorate Ceneral of Anti- Dumping and Allied Duties, Udyog Bhavan, 

New-Delhi-llOOlL 

'vny other interested party may also make hs submissions relevant to the investigation in the 
orescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

:. Time Limit; Any information relating to the present investigations should be sent in writing 
40 as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the 
date of publication of this review notification. If no information is received within the 
prescribed time-limit or the information received in incomplete, the Designated Authority may 
record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordcince with the Rules 
supra. 

9. Inspection of Public File: In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public 
file containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

L. V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 



